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these data their reason?    Could it be that a pool,
which Scripture says was within the walls, should be
situated upon a place of execution which Scripture as
surely places .without them ?    And in like manner we
might ask, were it worth'while, if the stones near the
Damascus gate wear an antique look now, were they
not likely to tell their ,.own stoiy better, if they were
on the spot then ? and have traces of the old wall
become fainter or stronger in the course of years? and
had :the- disposition of the ground undergone more
alteration then than now, or less, considering Hadrian
rebuilt the city on the site.on which he found it?k
But it is needless to dwell on the improbability of
an hypothesis which has been shown to be altogether
gratuitous.

188. On the whole, then, I cannot doubt that the
Holy -Sepulchre was really discovered as Eusebius
declares it to. have been ; and I am as little disposed
to deny that the Cross was discovered also, as that
the relics of St. Cuthbert or the coffin of Bishop
Coverdale have been found here in England, in our
own day.

* Those who deny that the Pagan Temple was built on the
site of the Sepulchre, have to account for the utter oblivion to
which, on their hypothesis, the place of our Lord's crucifixion
was consigned; whereas the circumstances attendant on that
profanation which the Temple occasioned will explain such
partial ignorance concerning it as seems to have obtained
among the Christians of Jerusalem.